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16 BY THE COMMISSION:

17 I INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Decision Nos. 68310 and 69162, Arizona American Water Company

("Company", "Applicant" or "AAW") filed an application on April 14, 2008, with the Arizona

Corporation Commission ("Commission") requesting authorization to implement Step-Two of the

Arsenic Cost Recovery Mechanism ("ACRM") for its Havasu Water District

Pursuant to Decision No. 69181) AAW implemented Step-One of its ACRM

surcharge. The Step-One surcharge added $5.62 to the monthly customer charge for a customer

with a 5/8-inch meter and $0.6302 per thousand gallons to the commodity rate. The Step-One

surcharge authorized in Decision No. 69181 increased the average customer bill (based on 10,140

25 gallons used on a 5/8-inch meter in 2006) by $12.01 from $25.53 to $37.54 (47.1 percent)

28 1 Issued December 5, 2006
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1 3.

2

3
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13

The Company's present application proposes to maintain the Step-One ACRM

surcharge and supplement it with a Step-Two ACRM surcharge which would add $2.852 to the

monthly customer charge for a 5/8-inch meter and $02885 per thousand gallons to the commodity

4 rate for  all use and generate $135,638 of additional annual revenue. The Step-Two ACRM

surcharge, as proposed by the Company, increases the average residential customer bill by $6.23

from $41.06 (based on consumption of 11,750 gallons for a 5/8-inch meter in 2008) to $47.29

(15.2 percent).3 The Company's Step-Two ACRM surcharge proposes to recover net additional

1 - s7€nic"related"plantnotincludedirrtheStep=Gne-surcharge-and--on-goingreeoverable arsenic--

O&M expenses. As directed by Decision No. 69162, the Company has excluded from its Step-

9 Two ACRM surcharge tiling a request to implement a temporary, l2-month ACRM surcharge to

10 recover O&M costs capitalized in the 12-month period prior to the Step-Two ACRM surcharge

filing, and to defer recovery of those amounts to its next rate case which it filed on May l, 2008.

4. Staffs agrees with the Company's calculation of the additional and total revenues

to be collected via ACRM surcharges and to the amounts to be collected from each customer.

However ,  Staff recommends simplifying the ACRM surcharge authorizations and customer

14 billing. Instead of maintaining the existing Step-One ACRM surcharge and adding a Step-Two

ACRM surcharge, Staff recommends supplanting the Step-one ACRM surcharge and absorbing it

16 into the Step-Two ACRM surcharge resulting in a single surcharge that recovers the same amount

15

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

as the two separate surcharges proposed by the Company. A single ACRM surcharge is more

efficient to bill, and it more clearly shows the current cost of arsenic remediation.

5. Combining the monthly customer charge and commodity rate portions of the Step-

One ACRM surcharge with the Company's proposed Step-Two ACRM surcharge results in an

$8.474 monthly customer charge (5/8-inch meter) and a $091875 per thousand gallons commodity

rate. Such a combined permanent surcharge results in the same monthly bill for all customers as

would two separate surcharges. For example, the monthly bill for the average residential customer

using 11,750 gallons remains $47.29 as it is with the Company's proposal. Thus, the average

24 customer would still experience a $6.23 monthly bill increase over a bill with the Step-One ACRM

surcharge. The $47.29 average monthly bill is composed of a $28.03 base rate amount and a25

The amount increases for larger meters
The 2008 calculation is based on a 5/8-inch meter customer charge and consumption of 11,750 gallons
$5.62 + $2.85 = $8.47

i$Q,63n2 $ 0 2 8 8 i t ; Q 9 187
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1

2

3

4

5

$19.26 combined ACRM surcharge amount, and reflects that arsenic remediation has increased the

average monthly bill by 68.7 percent.6

6. Staffs recommended permanent Step-Two ACRM monthly customer surcharges

are presented in GTM-1 and the commodity rate surcharges are presented in GTM-2, Staff

recommends a  permanent  or  on-going ACRM surcharge to remain in effect  unt il ra tes  a re

authorized in a future rate case.
6

11. BACKGROUND

8

9

LFhe3nitei:lSta tesinvironmenta l-Proteet ior rAgeney-El%4edueedthe-dr inking-

water maximum contaminant level of arsenic from 50 parts per billion ("ppb") to 10 ppb for all

community water systems and non-transient non-comm ty water systems effective January 23,

2006.10

11

12

13

14

15

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

8. On November  22 and December  13,  2002,  AAW filed applica t ions  with the

Commission for a permanent rate increase for five of its water districts, including the Havasu

water district. Decision No. 67093, issued on June 30, 2004, established permanent rate increases

for all five districts.

9. On December 17, 2004, AAW filed a motion requesting the Commission to reopen

the dockets underlying Decision No. 67093 to allow consideration of a request for imposition of an

16 ACRM within the context of the fair value rate base findings of the rate case dockets.

10. On November 14,  2005,  the Commission issued Decision No. 68310 granting

AAW the authority to implement an ACRM in four water districts including the Havasu district

and a Havasu District Arsenic Impact Fee ("AIF") Tariff.

l l . On December 5, 2006, the Commission issued Decision No. 69162 modifying the

ACRM for the Havasu District by directing the Company to capitalize eligible O&M costs for 12

months prior to the Step-Two ACRM surcharge filing and defensing recovery of those costs until

the next Havasu District rate case.

12. On April 14, 2008, AAW filed an application to implement Step-Two of its ACRM

for its Havasu Water District as authorized by Decision Nos. 68310 and 69162. In conformity

with Decision Nos. 68310 and 69162, AAW seeks a surcharge to recover a return on its arsenic

remediation investment not included in the Step-One ACRM surcharge,  related depreciation26

28 ° $19.26 + $28.03 : 68.7 percent

Decision No
70626



Page 4 Docket Nos. W-01303A-05-0280, et al. |

1 expense and income taxes and eligible on-going arsenic related O&M expenses. In accordance

2 with Decision No. 69162, the Company is seeking recovery of only the on-going O&M expenses

at this time and is requesting recovery of O&M expenses deferred in the 12 months prior to its3

4 Step-Two ACRM surcharge filing in its next rate case.

5 111. AUTHORIZATION FOR
(DECISION nos. 68310)

A N  A R S E N I C  C O S T  R E C O V E R Y  ME C H A N I S M

6

8

13. D eeisien-No=-58340-eendaixioned-approvalo£an.ACR mhaIgemri lhe Company

complying with all requirements discussed in the Order including:

a.9

10

11

Filing hard copies of ten schedules (balance sheet, income statement, earnings test, rate
review, arsenic revenue requirement, surcharge calculation, adjusted rate base schedule,
construction work in progress ledger, four-factor allocation and typical bill analysis) to
show the actual cost of construction of arsenic related facilities and that the projected
rate of return with the ACRM surcharge does not exceed authorized levels. This
earnings test is to include adjustments conforming to Decision No. 67093 .

12

13 b. Providing any relevant data requested by Staff to support the ACRM increase.

14 Modifying the rate base calculation for the Havasu Water District to explicitly show a
deduction for Arsenic Impact Fee collections.

15

16
d.  Concurrently provide,  a long with the hard copies,  Microsoii Excel or  compatible

electronic versions of the ACRM filings and all work papers.

17

18

19

Filing with Docket Control by January 315' of each year an annual calendar year status
report, until the AIF Tariff is no longer in effect, listing all customers that have paid the
AIF, the amount each customer has paid, the amount of money spent from the AlP, and
a list of all facilities that have been installed with funds from the AIF Tariff during the
12-month period.

20

21

22

R Filing, by April Is' of each year subsequent to any year in which it collects ACRM
surcharges, a report with the Utilities Division Director showing the Company's ending
capital structure by month in the prior calendar year.

23 g. Filing a full rate application no later that April 30, 20087, based on a 2007 test year.

24
h. Filing, as part of its annual report, an affidavit with the Utilities Division attesting that

the Company is current in paying its property taxes in Arizona.25

26

27

28 7 Decision No. 69181 extended the filing deadline for Havasu to file a rate application to May 31, 2008 .

c.

e.

Decision No.
70626
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1 Iv. AUTHORIZATION FOR A STEP-ONE ARSENIC COST RECOVERY MECHANISM
SURCHARGE (DECISION NO. 69162)

2

3 Decision No. 69162 granted approval of a Step-One ACRM surcharge pursuant to

4 the ACRM authorized in Decision No. 68310 as discussed above. Decision No. 69162 modified

14.

5

6

the ACRM for the Havasu District by directing the Company to capitalize prudently incurred,

eligible O&M costs for 12 months prior to the Step-Two ACRM surcharge filing to defer recovery

--7-- 6413419se-eestsinxhe449st-o£sea1\dcein1heneucLHavasuDis1n'Qt1a1;=;g;ase.

8 v. STAFF ANALYSIS

9 A. Filing Requirements Compliance

10 15. Staff found no deficiencies in the Company's Step-Two ACRM filing.

11 B. ACRM SCHEDULES

12

13

16. The Company's ACRM Step-Two tiling includes the following schedules:

a. Balance Sheet - a balance sheet for its Havasu Water District which is the most current
balance sheet at the time of the tiling - December 31, 2007.

14

15
Income Statement -- a most current income statement for its Havasu Water District
period ending December 31, 2007.

16 Eaniings Test - an "Earnings Test" calculation verifying that the proposed ACRM
surcharge revenue would not result in excess earnings in the Havasu Water District.

17

18

19

Rate Review .- a rate review for the Havasu Water District based on the 12 months
ending December 31, 2007, reflecting adjustments to comply with the requirement of
Decision No. 68310 to make adjustments conforming to Decision No. 67093 .

Arsenic Revenue Requirement Calculation
requirement calculation for Step-Two

a Havasu Water District arsenic revenue

Surcharge Calculation a detailed surcharge calculation presenting the monthly
minimum charges by meter size and customer class and the commodity rate per
thousand gallons for all customers in the Havasu Water District

Rate Base- a schedule presenting the elements of rate base at December 31, 2007, and
showing the effects of the arsenic plant investment for the Havasu Water District

Construction Work In Progress ("CWIP") Ledger - a ledger showing the arsenic
construction work in progress accounts for the Havasu Water District

b.

c.

d.

e.

g.

h.

Decision No 70626
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1

2
Four factor allocation schedule - a schedule showing the components of the four factor
allocation attributable to each of the water districts within AAW.

3

4

Typical Bill Analysis - ACRM Step-Two - a separate typical bill analysis showing the
effects on residential customers at the average residential usage for the Havasu Water
District.

5

6 17. Staff per formed an examinat ion of AAW's Havasu Water  Dist r ict  Step-Two

; _ ,  ACRM surcharge filing for  the Havasu Water Distr ict and concludes that it  conforms to the

8 requirements specified in Decision Nos. 68310 and 69162. As directed by Decision No. 69162,

9 the Company has excluded Hom its Step-Two ACRM surcharge filing a request to implement a

10 temporary, 12-month ACRM surcharge to recover O&M costs capitalized in the 12-month period

11 prior to the Step-Two ACRM surcharge tiling, and to defer recovery of those amounts to its next

12 rate case which it filed on May 1, 2008.

18. The ACRM schedules, as tiled, provide for the calculation of a surcharge based on

14 financial records and an Earnings Test Schedule that limit the ACRM surcharge revenue to an

15 amount that would not result in a rate of return on the Havasu Water District that would exceed

16 that authorized in Decision No. 67093 .

13

17 VI. RESIDENTIAL UTILITY CONSUMER OFFICE (CCRUCOQQ) ANALYSIS

18 19. On July 8,  2008,  RUCO tiled its  repor t  on its  audit  of AAW's Havasu Water

19 District Step-Two ACRM surcharge request. RUCO recommends a Step-Two ACRM surcharge

20 composed of a $1.85 monthly minimum surcharge and a $0.1878 per thousand gallons commodity

rate and $88,300 of additional annual revenue. RUCO asserts that Decision No. 68310 authorized

22 recovery only of O&M costs and not capital costs. Accordingly, RUCO's recommended ACRM

23 surcharges reflect an adjustment to the Company's Step-Two ACRM revenue requirement to

24 remove the portions of the Company's request that pertains to arsenic plant additions that are not

25 included in the Step-One ACRM surcharge.

21

26

27

28 8 $77,338 = $135,638 - $88,300

j.

i.

Decision No. 70626
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1 20.

3

4

5

6

RUCO's assertion that the authorized ACRM does not allow for recovery of capital

2 costs in the Step-Two ACRM surcharge that are not included in the Step-One ACRM is based on a

list of items a Company witness presented to describe the mechanics and items included in each

step of the Company's proposed ACRM. That list omits reference to recovery of capital costs in

the second step. The omission of any reference to recovery of plant costs in Step-Two in the

Company witness' summary does not override the Company's broader request for approval of an

AGRM-thatisessentiallyidenticaLto theACRl§LLapprc3Led for Arizona Water's Northern Group in7

8 Decision No. 66400.

9 21.

10

11

13

15

16

17

18

19

20

Decision No. 68310 adopted Arizona-Arnerican's ACRM proposal, consistent with

Staff" s recommendations, to approve an ACRM that is essentially identical to the ACRM approved

for Arizona Water's Northern Group in Decision No. 66400. Decision No. 66400 is the genesis of

12 the ACRM, and it has served as model for unifonn regulatory treatment for utilities that have

invested their own capital for arsenic remediation. Allowing recovery of capital costs in both steps

14 is essential for addressing situations where utilities develop multiple arsenic remediation facilities

at different dates and for addressing the overall goal of assisting utilities with financial stresses

related to arsenic remediation. RUCO cites no provision of Decision No. 66400 that imposes

restrictions on the timing of capital cost recovery through the ACRM. Accordingly, Staff does not

support RUCO's proposed adjustment to remove the portion of the Company's request that

pertains to arsenic plant additions that are not included in the Step-One ACRM surcharge. We

agree with Staff, and will not adopt RUCO's adjustment.

* ** * * * * * * * *

21 *

Having considered the entire record herein and being fully advised in the premises, the

23 Commission finds, concludes, and orders that

24 FINDINGS OF FACT

26

27

Pursuant to Decision Nos. 68310 and 69162, the Company seeks an arsenic cost

removal mechanism surcharge tariff in this proceeding authorizing a monthly surcharge per

customer to aid the Company in it efforts to comply with the Environmental Protection Agency's

Decision No
70626
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1

3

4

5

6

8

("EPA") new arsenic maximum contaminant level of 10 particles per billion ("ppb") which went

2 into effect on January 23, 2001.

Pursuant to Decision Nos. 68310 and 69162, Arizona American Water Company

filed the required schedules prior to the implementation of the ACRM.

Staffs examination of the Company's posting of amounts to the CWIP ledger

showed that the postings accurately reflect the Company's records, reconcile to the invoices

submittedandaremathematicallycorrect. -

Staff performed a field inspection and verified that the Havasu Water District's

arsenic treatment facilities related to the Step-Two ACRM surcharge request are in service and

10 providing water that meets the new arsenic standard.

9

11 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

12 The Company is a public water service corporation within the meaning of Article

13 XV of the Arizona Constitution and A.R.S. §§ 40-250 and 40-252.

14 The Commission has jurisdiction over the Company and of the subj act matter of the

15 application.

16

17

Approval of and arsenic cost recovery mechanism is consistent with the

Commission's authority under the Arizona Constitution, Arizona ratemaking statutes, and

18 applicable case law.

19 It is in the public interest to approve the Company's request for implementation of

20 the Step-Two ACRM as discussed herein.

21 ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the application by Arizona American Water22

23

25

26

27

Company's Havasu Water District for the implementation of Step-Two of its Arsenic Cost

24 Recovery Mechanism is approved as discussed herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the application by Arizona American Water Company's

Havasu Water District for approval of Step-Two of its arsenic cost recovery mechanism surcharge

tariff shall be in accordance the combined monthly minimum charges and combined commodity

rates presented on the attached ACRM Schedules GTM-1 and GTM~2.28

2.

3.

4.

2.

1.

3.

4.

Decision No.
70626
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1

2

3

4

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Arizona American Water Company's Havasu Water

District shall notify its customers of the arsenic cost recovery surcharge tariff approved herein

within 30 days of the effective date of this Decision.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this Decision shall become effective immediately.

5

6 BY THE ORDER OF THE ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION

8

9

12
_



Arizona-American Water Company
19820 North Seventh Street, Suite 200
Phoenix, Arizona 85024

Mr. Daniel Pozefsky
Chief Counsel
Residential Utility Consumer Office
1110 West Washington Street, Suite 220
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Mr. Ernest G. Johnson
Director, Utilities Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Ms. Janice M. Alward
Chief Counsel, Legal Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Page 10 Docket Nos. W-01303A-05-0280, et al.

SERVICE LIST FOR: Arizona American Water Company
DOCKET nos. W-01303A-05-0_80, et al.

Mr. Craig A. Marks
Craig A. Marks, PLC
3420 East Shea Boulevard, Suite 200
Phoenix, Arizona 85024

1

2

3

4

5

6

7y

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

Mr. Thomas M. Broderick
Director, Rates and Regulation



.§
O C

8_>~E

bE._o 2

ooommmmmmlD O O * t"> * ll~**
i i 'odaiod ncoomWE WNEWOWv m m w m m o m m

in Lo 4-ml\oooc>cD
N N oo<j'.Q<\!Q¢Qv.d d <'ovooc~'>uococo

m m o w <ngmgmv €v 8\
9 he ea ea 69 et 99et

Q- v-

ea w Q <8 9 ea ea 9 w

Q L
G) m4-1
w

C

q) 1-
OF

8m -04
. c cm

N O '4-
o
G)

g .z
8

: J o

O ._

|-
v
co

4-cow-oou'>nr\nco<f»-Q~.~°2°2<'2°
@ mmmv©w l l~oor~m<-v\-8(9CVC\l0"><'LOLD

l\l\o1n<oo<o
4? LD(O<OO<')\"03
. q Q @ Q 3 0 ) Q @

of v'NNC*)9'l\tVY F )
S S
z z

a sz z

ea 69 es ea 9 ea 99eahe e a ea w 9 et et so ea ea

G.) o lg gg q- qq gq g)urur<p . <e-n-<9-
WCDCUCWIDNO

v'1-LD\-'

ooommmmmw:~¢z>e4-<a-v-oo~1f**f*
N o t (\l\D(DLDC*')®co x\ o> o> o> n v co v\-v 'v-

' s sz z

LT IDof
N N

i i S
z z

9 Ce ea w ea ea ea ea enea 9 9 99 £9 9 QShe

TO

E

s..'
(0-H .CC N Q

m 8 Ra
Q ) 4-4

6 cm E
E

o
4- 4
( D:1
o
4- 1C_. q)3_..c as>

>-E
"8; 3EELuU

QQ O©©LDlD\.D@lDlD
Nu>'c\1ncf><r q'(0NN@@@W@©N

l\ q-v co of1- of
Cal q-LTo ofv' (") N (q

v '

3 ' o

G)
Q S

'o o cyQS .cC o
C G)g cu

O gq)
tn *am 3
m o

o
<t

v- y-

oowwmoumvmv
oi|<co'u>n<-|\nt-mwu'>coco|\uon¢'>my-uvLnLr>v\oo\-rfa

a m lDo7(D(Douv-8-mv-1\
doicxio mmNWLDWOWN

\ZZ

o
<tN

i i s

y; et 69 ea ea ea en 9 9<ewe¢9 u9e»=ae9e9fnea

a>33U11-_. * o uas " c o
*5,_01= .
a>Q__zo
882;
8 2- 8

) (D
D

N
coLO

N
etLO

W©¢WN@N®©
©<'>°Q=Q°4Q¢Q<t°2c6l<o>c~loooconc>nor>l~comLomnon

r\nc~'>o>u>I\r1>¢or~oml ron
oil)ommmmoo

Sz

ea w efa w ea w ee w whe 9 et 69 he he 66eaIa

C
o

o .wo
ea as

G!
a m
mo:
-2¢_co
M dEo z
¢n
:s

w a
m

of
f
Q-
1-

of
f1-
Y'

r~cooo<o<ro>o
~ @°©4 4door><roocol~nc~lcfzu'>co¢*>Lonq-

co¢£oI.r>o"> ®x-*N* W9 °°9 * Q * l ! ' 9 *
o S d ¢ d c \ 1 v v o 0 > v -
L r > nr ~ o o o > no L o o
Nc~'>u'>c~'>cv>Lr><or~o>

SzSz
S Sz z

9 w he he 9 8 eaww m ea w ee ea ea w ww

1

Docket Nos. W-01303A-05-0280, et al.
I

é
l-
(D
G)
3'u0).co
U)
E
Mr
O
<

Q
E
+

§

E
Q
+

E

E

LD
etN619
4:

TO

`§.

<12

§

E
O __Ooo

<
<

zc>Q
<.O o w

368
;o'§é@

1 0
: R e a
< c : : l :

E ¢o8lnl\o>na>mSm co co m o m nnO O O O O O \ ' * *

E ' E ' e E E E E e &
8 8 8 8 8 8 - 3 8 8.c .c .c .: .c Q Q

DS

9 9 6 5
EE-Q
EE

NC|IOOét-<<|d>wrcooo\-v-
Decis isu No 70626



.§.J

\-
m
D.
D..
D

888858883zzzzzzzzzz
8 8 8

z z z z

m:
C
1:
.E

E

-329
.93 _cgD E g5
o E u:o'Jo

ssssssszzzzzzzSz

v~
m
m
'E
N zzzzzzzzz
8

"5
N m 1'
Q.Z Q.
2 3 2
CD 3  UD

.S

ssssssszzzzzzzsz

r~
m
1-
°z
o zzzzzzzzz
he

'U
m
.S
.D
E
o
O

Q.
2 N
av: 2
an m
Ur no
Ia
(0
m

Noo
nm_N Sz

SSSSSSSSSzzzzzzzzzssssssszzzzzzz

Ia

GJ

2?

3 3
cu E 'cl
m E n:

zzzzzzzzz
o
D
9w

s
z

SSSSSSSzzzzzzz
o vo

.E..|

\.G)D.D.
3

8
Qso1'

882838828. _..-._ __.:
888888833

oaobogo
8888§8é§E§£5_£E3

'cs 87'Q
.93 2D E Q
E E m
o o
Ur.:-

r- r- t* r- l*~ r- |--r- |*- t- r~ |"- h

T*-
m
m

" 1
N

I*
m
r-
*Q
ml

|*-|"-F*~l'-t*-l'--I*-P'-|'-
mmoommuamww
m m uo m m m uo no oa

W N N N N N N N N

|-r-r-r-r--r--r--mmuclmoomua9 8 9 9
nolc\i:*~ioic~in

es ea so so ea Se ea w vo so69 he UP ea HE 69 so

o
N m 1"
11 . 8  8
m
UP '6 CD

E

r-
of

<12
o

he

r-
m1-
°2
o

es

r-.r-r-r-r~»|--h-r-~r-mmmmmmmww
QQQQQQQQQooooooooo
eeeeweeeaeauaenhe ea UP he ea ea 99

1:
m
E
.D
E
o
o

1-
Q.
J9~
cm 2
as cu
m u:
w
m
m

Nm
m1-
N

§§§§§§§§§
N  N  N  N  N  N  N  N  N

2:
=50 O *Q

cm ¢-I
m E  m
m  E  1

o

§ §§§§§§§§§qqqqqqgqq8
u s - a u a n w w

8888883988

.-::

.§

.J

m
Q.
Q.
D

O
o

_
of1-

Q
o
Q
1

t o o _ o o

m

o o o o o o o o o
G O DDDQDO
o _o_ _o _ - Q
o o o o o o o o ca
(OLD1-QF $ 9 91- 1- 1"p

o o o o o o o
D o o o o o
O  8 O G O Q O
o ' m o o o o o
goo(gg) o f12mo_

o
o

-o .8-'
m
.93 _lg
.D E go
E E  no

o
o

r-
m
(D
02

n n w nmm mm m m m m m
1*-I**-l'~f*-l*-I*-|*F-b-

4 1 9414141
N N N N N N N N N1-

29

|*-
0)
r-
1
N

he he m he m m as ea ea

!--r-r-r-r~r-régqgvjgqfurjgqgr)r-r-r-1-r-r-h-
nc~|<\anc°4 c\|c~4
eeeeeeeeeeeam

LIJ
LIJ
4:

I-'
oz
8.J
I-

o

E
Cr
4
| -

IJJ
z
o
or
4
| -

Q.
m4-
cm

D.
ea1-4
CD

o
N m 1-

8
an
_:
o
E

I*-
an
1"
m
cm

r-
no
!"
U!
o

°2°!°z<=»2°z='2°?°?°!
o  o  o  o  o  o  o  c a  o

u§0gu2ma3a3 oq

he he ah ea as he et ea 69era ea ea 9 ea he w 9ea

1
34-1
c

m
Q.
2
U)

G)
OJ

m CO
. c
8
J
cm

E

u
E

\0
of
m
N.
o

man
m
q
o

u1m\n\nu>l.r>u>u>\n
mao mmo o mo s mma o m m m a o m m m ®
r~gcqc\gc~qn.n.nnn.
o o  o  cn o  ca o  o  o

I0lolDlDloloLDmaommmoomaammmmmcoN N N N N N N
o o o o o

an ea he 9; an he he etas ea ea ea ea he eaea9

vm
r:
.D
E
o
Q

1-
CL
2  N
or: so
Ia m
m Cr
U)
m
m

N
Om
et1-

N N N N N N N N
L01O1flli"}LDLDll)Ll)\D
o o m m m m m m m o o

N N N N N N N N N

N£0
m1-
N

c~4c\l¢~4(~Icwc~4c~4
mnnmmnnunm

Nc-ic~.lc-lc\lc"4c~.I

as ea ea ea 8 Ia ea ea ashe ea he et he 69 ea so69

1-
D.
m4-
cm

>~
'U
o pa
E  . c
E  E
o  D
D (D

§§s§§sass.sqq ..=41°¢°w.
g
3 8888828

o o o o o o o
e o n e o a n n u n n n

§
xo
o

8_*
8W 0'm

m lI
m E nu
m E no

o
(J

o
LD
LD
m.
1-

o
O
LD
Q

ca o o o o o o
IDLDLDLDII}Lf)lD
u'>u'>Ln1r>1.nmm
"Q'9'"%'Q'-Q'Q'Q

o o o o o o o oI0l¢)l.Ol08l!)lOll)l.D
tO!0lf)l0lDiDIDi-l)lD
=f>=fwz~4-Q~Q~Q*4lQ

ea he as ea ea he ea ea eaeaet et he he et an e ea

u

Docket Nos. w-01303A-05-0280, et al.
2

~.
E
»-
CD §
2:Um
.cu
w
E
no
o
<

52;
§
+

E

Q
§
+

g

Z

8

' J

8
P*

+
F*
1

e

§
4

E

8

Q

E

r
L...

r
¢

E
§
+
E

m
0)
19
m

g
U
o
E
E
o
o

§
m
m
E
o4-1
m
3
o Q;

E
+
3m

3
O
m
c
m

2 .
<8;=
31-

c . : . : . : . c . : . : . : - E

- = ¢ i ¢ N ¢ - n e v
nnl~m or888888883»>>»2~bbb.b

EE EE E558883388 70626Ml I
I 1- v- N CO Q' (D CD 1- 1- 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Decision No


